AMENDMENT UNDER 37 CRR, § 1,116 
U.S. Appln.No,: 10/681,092 



Attorney Docket No.: Q77827 



REMARKS 

Summary of Substance of Interview 

Applicant thanks the Examiner for the courteous and productive telephonic interview 
conducted on January 9, 2008. During the interview, the interpretation of the Yura reference 
(U.S. 6,327,373) was discussed. Applicant's representative explained that the stamp-side of a 
postal item as defined in the specification and recited in the claims indicates a face of the postal 
item to which a stamp is affixed rather than the position of a stamp on the face of the postal item, 
as construed by the Examiner. The Examiner suggested amending claims 1 and 2 to clarify a 
"face" rather than a "side" of a postal item would overcome the current rejections. The 
Examiner also stated that the amended claims will be subject to further search and consideration. 

Claim Rejections 

Claim 1 has again been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as allegedly being anticipated 
by U.S. Pat. No. 6,327,373 to Yura ("Yura"). Claims 2, 3, 7 and 17-21 have again been rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as allegedly being unpatentable over Yura in view of U.S. Pat. No. 
6,481,712 to Yap ("Yap"). Claim 8 has again been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as 
allegedly being unpatentable over Yura in view of Yap and further in view of U.S. Pat, Pub. No, 
2002/00466 to Yokoi ("Yokoi"). Claims 4-6 and 9-16 have again been rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 103(a) as allegedly being unpatentable over Yura in view of Yokoi, and further in view of U.S. 
Pat, No. 3,038,607 to Eckert, Jr. ("Eckert"). 
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Applicant thanks the Examiner for the detailed analysis presented in the Response to 
Arguments section of the Office Action. However, Applicant respectfully disagrees with the 
Examiner's construction of the claims at least with respect to the Yura reference. 

The Examiner alleges that column 5, lines 19-26 of Yura discloses a stamp-side detecting 
portion since, as illustrated in Fig. 4A, a stamp may be positioned on the same side of a postal 
item as the ZIP code frames illustrated in Yura. See Office Action, page 13. However, the 
Examiner construes the "stamp-side of a postal item" as the left or right side of a face of the 
postal item. This is evident in the Examiner's Response to Arguments where the Examiner states 
"In this case, the upper right portion represents the right side of the postal item, and therefore, 
Yura does disclose a stamp-side detecting portion by disclosing destination detecting means." 
See Office Action, page 13. However, the Examiner's construction is contrary to the "stamp-side 
of a postal item" as defined in the specification and as set forth in the claims. 

Applicant respectfully submits that the "stamp-side of a postal item" as defined in the 
specification and recited in the claims is the face of the postal item on which the stamp is 
affixed. For clarification, amended claim 1 now recites "a stamp side-detecting portion which 
determines on which face of each of postal items a stamp is affixed," and "a facing portion which 
aligns the postal items so that their stamp faces face the same direction." 

Without reading limitations from the specification into the claims, it is clear that the 
stamp-side detecting portion determines the face of a postal item to which a stamp is affixed, i.e., 
front or back, the facing portion faces the stamp faces of the postal items in the same direction, 
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and a stamp position detecting portion (as recited in claim 7) detects where the stamp is located 
on the stamp face of the postal items, i.e., left, right, top and bottom of the stamp face. 

In view of the above arguments and the Interview conducted on January 9, Applicant has 
amended claims 1 and 2 as suggested by the Examiner. 

Accordingly, Applicant submits that for at least the reasons set forth above and in the 
Response filed September 21, 2007, amended claims 1 and 2 are patentable over the prior art 
since the cited references, either individually or in combination, fail to disclose or suggest at 
least a stamp side-detecting portion which determines on which face of postal items a stamp is 
affixed, and a facing portion which aligns the postal items so that their stamp faces face the same 
direction, as recited in the claims. Claims 3-21 are patentable at least by virtue of their 
dependence. 

Applicant respectfully requests that the 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) rejection of claim 1, and the 
35 U.S.C. § 103(a) rejections of claims 2-21 be withdrawn. 

Conclusion 

In view of the above, reconsideration and allowance of this application are now believed 
to be in order, and such actions are hereby solicited. If any points remain in issue which the 
Examiner feels may be best resolved through a personal or telephone interview, the Examiner is 
kindly requested to contact the undersigned at the telephone number listed below. 
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The USPTO is directed and authorized to charge all required fees, except for the Issue 
Fee and the Publication Fee, to Deposit Account No. 19-4880. Please also credit any 
overpayments to said Deposit Account. 

Respectfully submitted, 



SUGHRUE MION, PLLC 
Telephone: (202) 293-7060 
Facsimile: (202) 293-7860 

WASHINGTON OFFICE 

23373 

CUSTOMER NUMBER 



Date: February 19,2008 




1 Francis G. Plati, Sr. 
Registration No. 59,153 
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